Occam's Razor would encourage us to assume that the Greek settlement at Abdera of the second half of the seventh century was the Clazomenian colony, since these are the only Greeks, other than the Teians, recorded as having colonized the site. Furthermore, the finds in the graves have been judged to point unmistakably to the Ionian origin and character of their occupants. 36 In that case, what about the expulsion of the oikistes by the Thracians? We should have to imagine that, while Timesios himself was expelled by the Thracians, at least some of his settlers were able to remain. It is to be noted here that Herodotus does speak only of Timesios himself. Perhaps we were wrong in the past to assume that Timesios' fate was shared by the whole colony.37 There is no need to underline the uncertainty of such shuggestions, but, until we obtain better evidence, I prefer to assume that the Greeks who lived at Abdera for at least the second half of the seventh century were Clazomenian colonists and their descendants. Others may incline more cautiously to await some better evidence, but even they could not deny that these early graves have substantially altered the history of settlement at Abdera.
THE TEIAN FOUNDATION
The really successful colonization of Abdera was that by the Teians, who fled their city en masse rather than be captured by the Persians in c. 545. Herodotus tells us this (i 168, the passage cited at the beginning of the previous section) as a brief appendage to his long account of the similar Phocaean action. The fact is well known and stated by other authors, such as Strabo (xiv 1.30, C644). Although not mentioned by Herodotus, we also know of the contemporary colonization by other refugees from Teos of Phanagoria on the Cimmerian Bosporus (Ps.-Scymnus 885 f. Diller; Eustathius 549, GGM ii 324 f.; cf. Hecataeus, FGH 1 F 212). While there is strictly no need for archaeological confirmation of such a well-established historical event as the Teian colonization of Abdera, the modem excavations have discovered a shrine at the north-west corner of the wall circuit, at which the earliest votives date from the third quarter of the sixth century.38 So it seems likely that the life of the sanctuary began with the arrival of the Teians. And nearby investigations of the city wall showed part to have been constructed in the second half of the sixth century. There is also no indication in Pindar of the chronology of these operations. However, since it is inconceivable that they could have taken place after the Persian satrapy of Thrace was created (and, a fortiori, the immediate subsequent Persian deportation of the Paeonians),50 the widest time-within-which must lie between c. 545 and the date of that Persian conquest. The latter date is, unfortunately, connected to the date of Darius' Scythian Expedition, one of the worst chronological cruces of the period, but which cannot be earlier than c. 520 or later than c. 512.5' So the latest possible date for the creation of the Persian satrapy is very shortly after 46 While the cemeteries show that the general position of the city was always the same, we cannot tell its extent in the early Teian (much less the Clazomenian) period. A wall circuit of over five kilometres has been partly uncovered but is mostly presumed (FIG. 2) . It is obviously also mostly undated, but is thought to belong to the Classical and later city. More recently another circuit to the north has been revealed, which, it has been suggested, defended the early Teian, or even the Clazomenian, city (FIG. 3) .54 Lazarides suggested that the chora of Abdera was bounded to the south by the sea, west by the River Nestos, north by the foothills of Mount Rhodope, and to the east by Lake Bistonis (FIG. 1) .55 It is perfectly reasonable to suggest that the very big city had a very large chora, but we do not know when such boundaries were achieved. Our only clear chronological indication seems to be Herodotus' information that, when he wrote, the Nestos ran through Abderan territory (vii 126).56 Since the river is c. 16 km. in a direct line west of the city, a large chora may by that time be assumed.
We have little evidence for the resources of the city in the early period, down to the Persian Wars. Herodotus tells us that Abdera found it a great strain to provide dinner for Xerxes and his followers (vii 120; viii 120), but that story is rather anecdotal. The clear numismatic testimony that Abdera exported precious metal widely has led to the inference that the city was prosperous from the beginning.57 Such assumptions may well be justifiable but they are not quantifiable. Later on we have much better evidence in the Athenian Tribute Lists, but they take us too far from the time of foundation.
THE REFOUNDATION OF TEOS
Before the allusions to the military engagements discussed in the last section, Pindar's Second Paean contained references to other historical events. Unfortunately, the state of the text and scholia for lines 37-55 is too uncertain for them to be of use to a historian,58 and the only historical event that is now clear to us is Abdera's refoundation of its mother city, Teos (28-34). I have discussed this recently elsewhere,59 which absolves me from the need to repeat the arguments here. We can confidently accept that at some time in its early history Teian Abdera sent sufficient settlers back to her mother city for this to count as a refoundation. It cannot be certainly established when Abdera refounded Teos. The two most probable occasions are shortly after the evacuation of the city in c. 545 and shortly after the Ionian Revolt. In any case, we know that Teos was repopulated in one way or another fairly soon after its evacuation, since it existed again as a moderate-sized city by the time of the Ionian Revolt. afterte a the f o the colony is proved by the coinage of the two cities. The first coins of Abdera and the first silver coins of Teos are so closely alike that it seems probable that these coinages 'were started in planned conjunction'.6 These coins and the refoundation of Teos by Abdera provide the earliest evidence that there were very close relations between the colony and its mother city.
THE PUBLIC IMPRECATIONS OF TEOS
The next evidence on this topic comes from one of the inscriptions from Teos which record public imprecations. We know of two Teian inscriptions that recorded these curses on malefactors, which magistrates were required to pronounce on public occasions at regular intervals. The first, ML 30, has been known for a long time, though we are dependent on the To begin by simple and general considerations, we have here a law of Teos which legislates for Abdera. When a Greek city legislates for its colony(ies), one obvious explanation would be that the mother city has hegemony. An example of that would be Thasos' hegemony over its mainland colonies, strikingly displayed in the inscription ML 83.7' The hegemony of Teos over Abdera seems, however, very improbable. Abdera was much larger than Teos,72 and it was the refounder of Teos, to mention only the most obvious objections.
The other immediate possible explanation is that we have something like sympoliteia, whereby the two cities formed a single political entity.73 Apart from the general fact that Teos legislates for Abdera, Herrmann thought (28) that the mention of 'a law of the city' only for Teos (A. 19) and of only 'the land of Teos' in the banishment clause (B.9) point in that direction. It does not seem to me absolutely certain that his understanding of these two passages is inescapable. In the first 'a law of the city' could, it seems to me, perhaps refer to a law of Abdera as well as a law of Teos. And the banning clause is so closely paralleled by the passage in the decree about sympoliteia with Kyrbissos, where the land of Abdera is expressly specified, that it may be possible that the earlier document was simply abbreviating, and Abdera stood for 70 Herrmann is closely followed by Huxley in his short discussion, Studies ... Dow, 151. The analogy adduced by Herrmann (ibid.) was Potidaea, to which the mother city, Corinth, annually sent magistrates, the epidemiourgoi.84 However, one of the reasons he cites this case is to show how an isolated piece of evidence on such a topic leads to differences of interpretation. For help in understanding Abdera's relations with Teos it is not an ideal comparison. There is too much evidence suggesting the primacy, or even hegemony, of Corinth over her colonies for us to choose a different line of interpretation in the case of Potidaea.85
If we admit hegemonial relationships, there is a rather good parallel for the banning clauses in the famous Rhodian athlete Dorieus, who is described by Xenophon (Hell. i 5.19) as a fugitive or exile (uoy6c8a) from Athens and Rhodes, having been condemned to death by the Arguments can be offered against that conclusion,92 but we undoubtedly have a far closer relationship than would be normal between two independent states, one where 'the legal division between the two states was slightly blurred'.93
This analogy seems apt for the relations of Abdera and Teos, not only chronologically, but, more importantly, because there is no doubt that Paros and Thasos were separate states, and we can dismiss any idea that Paros exercised political hegemony over Thasos. In both cases we find a Greek colony and mother city which were independent states, but were so closely linked together that they admitted institutions and arrangements that effectively placed their political unity above their political independence.
THE RESOURCES OF ABDERA
One of the incidental pieces of information from the new Public Imprecations inscription is that, if we judge from the quorums, Abdera was probably two and a half times as big as Teos. As we have seen, the same result is achieved by comparing the tribute each paid in the Athenian Empire.94 We considered briefly early indications of the resources of Abdera above;95 it is appropriate here to bring in more evidence by extending the timescale.
The best evidence for the period after the Persian Wars comes from the Athenian Tribute Lists. Abdera pays regularly 15T from the time when our records begin till 432/1, when she paid 10T, a figure also attested in one subsequent list.96 Strikingly out of line with this evidence is the proposal that Abdera and Dicaea by Abdera, which pays most commonly 12T, were assessed to pay together 75T in the Great Re-assessment of 425, commonly known from 86 The The first of these passages is recognized as posing some of the greatest difficulties of interpretation in the whole poem.'20 The connections of words, the tenses and the failure to name subject and object in the first phrase all raise questions. Radt's very fundamental, acute and detailed criticisms of the proposals of predecessors show that they were all in one way or another unsatisfactory. So he proposed a new hypothesis of his own, which builds on some of the insights of earlier commentators, and meets the demands of the language and of probability.
Following the brilliant suggestion of Blass, he takes the first phrase, dc]XXd...axpaT6v, as the paraphrase of an oracle,'21 which was delivered by Hecate on the day of the new moon. Lines 105 f., in which the Abderites ask for help in a final war, raise the question how they could know that the war would be final. Radt answers that it was stated in the oracle, which foretold a final victory for the Abderites.'22 Thus the oracle was recent and well known, which incidentally explains how it could be reported so obscurely, and the hymn turns to the present at this point after dealing with the glorious past.'23 Some explanation is required of the detailed interpretation of the oracle, lines 73-5. Since oXE6v with the dative of a noun is not attested with a verb of motion, it cannot be attached to ihok6vra, so glokvra should go with patioi; av EvTeOtv, which in turn should not be simply connected with enoKwv arpar6v, since it is not normal in Greek to connect two nominal expressions in that way. Since {pet1V with a singular object cannot mean to mix or confuse, we should follow the scholiast, who states that bipast means 'will kill'. It is suggested that the verb acquires this meaning from a metaphorical significance, such as 'make mincemeat of'.'24 The literal rendering that results is 'But near the river he (the Abderite army? a friendly deity?) will kill him (the enemy), when he has come with few arms against a numerous enemy'. Uncertain and extremely imprecise as th is possible to make some suggestions as to the actual events envisaged. It is not unreasonable to identify the river as the Nestos, the western boundary of Abderan territory. In that case,the likely enemy would be a territorial neighbour, i.e. some Thracians.'25 Radt (71) found difficulty in the consequence that this Thracian enemy is described as coming with few arms against a numerous Abderan army. The Thracians were famous for their numbers.'26 However, if we take 'few arms' as referring to the relative lack of armour and less good weaponry of the Thracians, which seems possible, that difficulty is removed. If the above interpretation is on the right lines, we see Abdera under threat of war from their neighbours, but strong enough to oppose them with a large army. It is also a sign of wealth that the Abderan army was apparently powerful in cavalry (line 104). it involved. We must be content, therefore, with the knowledge that the Greek colony had very close relations with the great Thracian kingdom.
Signs of peaceable Thracian influence on Abdera have been seen in religion. Although it is clear that Hecate was brought by the colonists from their Ionian homeland, the suggestion has been made that she was identified at Abdera with the Thracian goddess Bendis. There is no evidence to support that idea, however, and a major objection to it is that Bendis was normally identified with Artemis.'47
The other deity of Abdera in whom a Thracian connection is seen is Apollo Derenos. As we have seen, the scholiast to Lycophron, Alex. 440, stated that the epithet was the name of a place in Abdera where the shrine of Apollo stood.'48 Danov compares the names Zeranioi, Zerania, and concludes that either the deity was local or the place had a thoroughly native name.'49 The difficulty with this view is that, though the ending -rjv6; is common in local epithets in Thrace, it is also a widespread phenomenon and thoroughly Greek.'50 So it is no more than speculation that Apollo Derenos is a Thracian deity assimilated to Greek Apollo, or even that the place-name is necessarily Thracian. We must conclude that clear evidence of Thracian influence on Abderan religion in Classical times does not at present exist.
It might seem paradoxical to adduce military arms and organization among peaceable relations with Thracians, but it does seem likely that Abdera's army contained peltasts. This was deduced by Mattingly from the naked warrior with a conical Thracian helmet on the reverse of dated from the inferior literary evidence.'7' So it is certainly hazardous to make historical reconstructions. However, the combination on the same coins of the types and legends of Sybaris with those of Posidonia,'72 and possibly also with those of Laus, 173 makes it a reasonable hypothesis that the two colonies were involved in attempts to refound the mother city. It is, therefore, attractive to attribute the treaty of alliance between Sybaris and her allies and the Serdaioi, of which the only human witnesses were the city of Posidonia, to one of these occasions.174 That would certainly explain the special role of Posidonia more easily than any circumstances we can imagine in the period before the destruction of Archaic Sybaris in c. 510. On the other hand, the term 'the Sybarites and their allies' reflects so perfectly a hegemonial situation'75 that it is hard to envisage its suitability to any time after that destruction. So the chronological indications of this famous document seem to be in conflict, and its date is likely to remain uncertain until some new evidence accrues.
Difficult though the evidence may be, however, the refoundation of Sybaris with the help of her colonies is an acceptable hypothesis, and to that extent we have a parallel for Abdera's refoundation of Teos.
Once we recognize the process of refoundation of a mother city by a colony or colonies, it is tempting to apply it to other occasions. For instance, two cities much more famous than Teos-Miletus and Eretria-were totally destroyed by the Persians. Both were quickly in existence again, but our evidence does not tell us how they were populated. It is certainly true that destroyed cities in the ancient Greek world seem regularly to have come to life again. Camarina in Sicily, for example, was depopulated after its war of revolt against Syracuse, according to Thucydides (vi 5.3), yet we know from archaeology that there is no break in its occupation.'76 Priene was totally depopulated by the Persians after Pactyas' revolt, yet was able, admittedly some fifty years later, to contribute twelve ships to the Ionian cause at the Battle of Lade.'77 So it might be argued that there is no need to seek explanations for the rebirth of such destroyed cities. But it is not so simple a matter as the recovery of Moscow in 1812 so vividly described in War and Peace. predecessor has been dated by architectural style to the second and third quarters of the fifth century. So the period when the sanctuary was in ruins has been taken to be 494-479.'84 If this archaeological argument is right, and can be extrapolated over the city as a whole, it supports the clear statement of Herodotus that Miletus was emptied of Milesians (vi 22.1). We must agree with those who think that the city was not refounded till 479.'85 Founders of that reborn city will certainly have included those Milesians who escaped from the Persians at Mycale, and may also have included some who decided to return from Sicily. But, if we follow Herodotus, these would be too few to refound the city. We know that Miletus had good and close relations with her colonies, for some of which isopoliteia with the mother city is attested in later documents.'86 Such new inhabitants would have the advantage that they shared the same ancestry, language, cults and customs with the remnants of the citizens of Miletus. They would also, incidentally, be indistinguishable in our onomastic records.
As to Eretria, Herodotus relates that after the city was captured in 490 the people were enslaved (vi 101), and debris of the Persian destruction is founded by excavators all over the site of the ancient city. 187 Herodotus is not to be corrected by accepting the apparently more 
